Recognizing Patterns of Anomie that Set the Conditions for Insurgency by Blais, Curtis
Calhoun: The NPS Institutional Archive
Faculty and Researcher Publications Faculty and Researcher Publications
2011-07
Recognizing Patterns of Anomie that
Set the Conditions for Insurgency
Blais, Curtis
http://hdl.handle.net/10945/44352
Recognizing	  Pa,erns	  of	  Anomie	  
that	  Set	  the	  Condi7ons	  for	  Insurgency	  
Curtis Blais  









•  Project Introduction 
•  Conceptual Framework 
•  Anomie and Insurgency 
•  Technical Approach 
•  Status of Data Collection and Analysis 
•  Way Forward 
2	  
Anomie	  and	  Insurgency:	  	  
Research	  Objec7ves	  
–  Early detection of hidden structures of anomie within 
society before visible patterns of (negative) behavior 
emerge 
–  Identify macro- and micro-level relationships 
between social change, anomie and insurgency  
–  Contribute to the explanation of the development of 
“radical” ideologies and non-state armed groups 
across cultural boundaries 
–  Develop tools for practitioners  
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What	  is	  Anomie?	  
Durkheim (1893): “Anomie as a normless state of society: norms in society 
are confused, unclear or lacking” à break-down of social structure 
 
Merton (1938/1959): Inherent to social structure itself à “end-means 
discrepancy” 
 
Thio (1975): “relative versus objective deprivation” as source of anomie 
 
Wulff (2000): Not reasonable to talk of “the” norms, values, means 
 
Lanyon (1995): Distinction between social anomie and anomia à 
psychological state of anomia reflective of conditions of social anomie 
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   “Anomie is a condition of social structures whose 
regulative and integrative social forces are weak. ... 
  
 On the individual level, social anomie is reflected by 
the psychological state of anomia which is 
associated with great difficulties in individual 
adaptation, resulting in a loss of social orientation, 
feelings of insecurity and marginalisation and the 
questioning of the legitimacy of core values. 
Previously valid behavioral norms and personal 
competencies disintegrate.” 
Anomie:	  Working	  Defini7on	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•  “Insurgency is an armed rebellion against a 
constituted authority operating primarily within state 
borders and engaged in violent attempts to challenge 
or reform the balance or structure of political/
economic power, to avenge past injustices and/or to 
defend or control resources, territory or institutions for 
the benefit of particular ethnic or social group.”  
 
Insurgency:	  Working	  Defini7on	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Anomie/Insurgency	  Conceptual	  Framework	  
7	  
Micro-­‐Macro	  Level	  Interac7ons	  
Loss of orientation 


























































Research	  Context	  :	  Niger	  River	  Delta	  
•  Including 9 states, 31 M people 
•  40 + ethnic groups, religious 
and language diversity 
•  Abundant oil resources 
•  Fierce poverty 
•  The Niger Delta Crisis: 
•  Militant form since the 1990 
•  Occupation of flow stations, 
kidnapping, seizure of vessels 
of oil companies 
•  Objectives: local control over 
resources and revenues, 
autonomy 
Research	  Area:	  Port	  Harcourt	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Hypotheses:	  anomie	  and	  insurgency	  
•  H1.1.a: People who are heavily exposed to social 
change show higher levels of anomia than people with a 
weak exposure to social change. 
•  H1.1.b: People with a high level of anomia show a higher 
level in the support of non-state armed groups than 
people with a low level of anomia. 
•  H1.3a: People with a low socio-economic status show a 
higher level of ends-means-discrepancy than people with 
a high socio-economic status. 
•  H1.3c: People with a high level of ends-means-
discrepancy show a higher level in the support of non-
state armed groups than people with a low level of end-
means-discrepancy. 
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Alterna7ve	  explanatory	  paths	  
•  H2.1a: People with a high level of ends-means-discrepancy show a 
higher level of dissatisfaction than people with a low level of ends-
means-discrepancy. 
•  H2.1.b: People with a high level of dissatisfaction show a higher 
level of support of non-state armed groups than people with a low 
level of dissatisfaction. 
•  H2.2a: People with a highly vulnerable socio-demographic status 
experience greater feelings of threat, danger and indignity than 
people with no vulnerable socio-demographic status. 
•  H2.2.c: People who experience greater feelings of threat, danger 
and indignity show a higher level of support of non-state armed 




Quantitative Survey:  
•  Literature review 
•  Expert interviews 
•  Translation  - 
•  Construct Equivalence 
•  Linguistic Equivalence 
•  Psychological Equivalence 
•  Statistical Equivalence 
•  Sample: 750 valid questionnaires 
Qualitative instruments (Focus Group Discussions): 
•  Interpretation of the quantitative data 
•  Examination of additional research questions  
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Swiss	  Academy	  for	  Development	  	  Anomie	  Scales	  
•  Discontent: individual discontent, system discontent 
•  Distrust: political distrust, economic distrust, social distrust 
•  Pessimism: Assessment of Past Mobility, Judgment of Future 
Mobility 
•  Individual Anomie (individual disorientation, “anomia”) 
Anomia Scale of Exteriority and Constraint 
-  Exteriority-Subscale 
–  “In fact, nobody knows what is expected of him or her.” 
–  “You can never be certain of anything in life.” 
-  Constraint-Subscale 
–  “You can break most rules if they don’t seem to apply.” 
–  “Following rules does not guarantee success.” 
Agree a lot, Agree a little 
   Neither agree nor disagree 
      Disagree a little, Disagree a lot 15	  
Status	  of	  Data	  Collec7on	  and	  Analysis	  
•  Data collection in 9 of 10 areas completed as 
planned 
–  10th area became identified as Government 
Restricted Area during the study, preventing 
access 
–  Required data collection through mailings rather 
than face-to-face: 75 of 100 surveys (66 valid) 
received 
•  Double entry for cross-validation of data is in 
progress 
•  Data analysis by SAD to begin this month 
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Project	  Way	  Ahead	  
Micro	  Level:	  
	  Survey	  data	  analysis	  
	  Iden7fy	  micro-­‐level	  factors	  for	  
targeted	  interven7ons	  to	  reduce	  
condi7ons	  leading	  to	  ini7a7on	  of	  
insurgency	  
Macro	  Level:	  





	  	  Real-­‐world	  data	  from	  a	  region	  of	  
interest	  to	  employ	  in	  design,	  
development,	  and	  employment	  of	  
decision-­‐making	  tools	  	  
	  Inves7gate	  adap7ng	  collected	  data	  
for	  TRAC-­‐MRY	  Cultural	  Geography	  
Model	  
Community	  of	  Prac7ce:	  
	  New	  insights	  into	  factors	  
influencing	  ini7a7on	  of	  insurgency	  
	   	  Development	  of	  materials	  for	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Macro-­‐Level	  Research	  Approach	  
Collec7ve	  Anomie	  Theory	  
A	  na7on	  state’s	  anomie	  has	  three	  components:	  
economic,	  	  poli7cal,	  and	  social.	  
	  
The	  anomie	  that	  a	  na7on	  state	  experiences	  is	  the	  
difference	  
between	  its	  goals	  and	  means.	  	  
	  




Macro-­‐Level	  Research	  Approach	  	  
Proxy	  Indicators	  -­‐	  Economic	  
Cost	  of	  living	  
Infla7on,	  consumer	  prices	  (annual	  %)	  low	  
GDP	  per	  capita	  growth	  (%	  annual)	  high	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  GNI	  per	  capita,	  PPP	  (current	  interna7onal	  $)	  high	  
	  
Employment	  opportuni7es	  
Foreign	  direct	  investment,	  net	  inflows	  (%	  of	  GDP)	  high	  
Lending	  interest	  rate	  (%)	  low	  
	  
Access	  to	  communica7on	  
Telecommunica7ons	  revenue	  (%	  GDP)	  high	  
Telephone	  mainlines	  (per	  100	  people)	  high	  
Fixed	  line	  and	  mobile	  phone	  subscribers	  (per	  100	  people)	  
high	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Macro-­‐Level	  Research	  Approach	  	  
Proxy	  Indicators	  -­‐	  Social	  
Access	  to	  health	  services	  
Improved	  sanita7on	  facili7es	  (%	  popula7on	  with	  access)	  high	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Life	  expectancy	  at	  birth,	  total	  (years)	  high	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Mortality	  rate,	  under-­‐5	  (per	  1,000)	  low	  
	  
Access	  to	  infrastructure	  
Improved	  water	  source	  (%	  popula7on	  with	  access)	  high	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Popula7on	  density	  (people	  per	  sq	  km)	  low	  
	  
Educa7onal	  opportuni7es	  
Public	  spending	  on	  educa7on,	  total	  (%	  of	  GDP)	  high	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Primary	  comple7on	  rate,	  total	  (%	  of	  relevant	  age	  group)	  high	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Macro-­‐Level	  Research	  Approach	  	  
Proxy	  Indicators	  -­‐	  	  Social	  /	  Poli7cal	  
Quality	  of	  the	  natural	  environment	  
PM10,	  county	  level	  (micrograms	  per	  cubic	  meter)	  low	  
	  
Security	  of	  life	  &	  property	  




Right	  to	  poli7cal	  par7cipa7on	  
	  Poli7cal	  Rights	  (Likert	  scale	  1	  ..	  7)	  low	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Macro-­‐Level	  Research	  Approach	  	  
Macro	  Model	  
Educa7onal	  opportuni7es	  
Public	  spending	  on	  educa7on,	  total	  (%	  of	  GDP)	  high	  
	  
Quality	  of	  the	  natural	  environment	  
PM10,	  county	  level	  (micrograms	  per	  cubic	  meter)	  low	  
	  
Access	  to	  health	  services	  
Life	  expectancy	  at	  birth,	  total	  (years)	  high	   24	  
Macro-­‐Level	  Research	  Approach	  	  
Macro	  Model	  
Threshold	  =	  P(insurgency)	  at	  which	  we	  predict	  an	  insurgency.	  
	  
T=0.1	  yields	  0.3%	  missed	  insurgencies,	  67.3%	  missed	  peaces	  
T=0.5	  yields	  18.1%	  missed	  insurgencies,	  0.8%	  missed	  peaces	  
T=1.0	  yields	  18.4%	  missed	  insurgencies,	  0.0%	  missed	  peaces	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